above, there was, in fact, anxiety in the Netherlands about the possibility of the remarrying widow. Jacob Cat's widely read advice in Houwelijk is that young widows should feel free to remarry but that older ones should refrain on the grounds of propriety. 3 The Mennonite moralist Pieter Janszoon Twisck argues that all should refrain to the extent possible to better preserve morality. 4 Even Erasmus weighed in on this question, generally favoring the avoidance of remarriage. He did so on the grounds that the welfare of children from the first marriage is certain to be compromised by the presence of a second husband. For "even if a woman in this situation should remain ardent in her love for her children, she does not have the time or opportunity to manifest this love for her actions." 5 To his credit, Erasmus fully understood the very real increase in workload associated with matrimony for women.
It should also be noted that the Dutch debate took place in a context of much greater legal and financial freedom for women than that available to their English (or other continental) counterparts. Especially widows, but even married women, could manage property in their own right and give witness and pursue claims in court. Many of them followed independent trades and were fully participatory in the establishment of children into marriage and/or work. Even the very pious Twisck expected women to be active in public after the death of their husbands. He advised his recently widowed sister-in-law to deport herself modestly whenever "in the presence of other people, in front of authorities and her familiar friends." 6 Indeed, if we can believe the alternatingly horrified and admiring accounts of the Dutch Republic by contemporary foreign observers, it was there that the most independent women in Europe were to be found. 7 Whether such a state of affairs should lead to more frequent remarriage or less, however, is far from self-evident.
The social-scientific literature on the incidence of widow-remarriage should be of use in resolving this uncertainty. But unfortunately it has proved to be almost as difficult to interpret as the moral literature, at least in determining lines of causality. Even when seemingly "value-free" quantitative evidence is ready to hand, it turns out that much of the interpretation rides on the prior ideological position of the researcher. The two most clearly definable positions can be summarized for lack of better terms as "traditionalist" and "revisionist." The former position tends to emphasize the necessity for women in patriarchal societies to live in a married state given the overwhelming political and economic handicaps faced by women on their own. The "natural" preference of women to live with a husband is also typically assumed among this group. Thus, if women do not remarry often or quickly, it must be because impediments, either demographic or financial, stand in their way. In contrast, the revisionist position starts from a premise of female agency, only tempered (but never dominated) by obstacles such as the availability of men or male proscriptions against remarriage. In its more extreme variants this school of thought maintains that most widows may well have preferred (other things being equal) to remain unmarried. After all, marriage was work for women, and "no early modern woman worked if she didn't have to." 8 Of course, men too were often faced with the decision of whether to remarry, although early modern literary discourse is virtually silent on this issue. To the extent that the subject came up at all, it was generally assumed natural for a widowed man to remarry. In 1771, the Englishman Francis Douglas published a tract titled "Reflections on Celibacy and Marriage; in four Letters to a Friend," which purported to be a transcript of a conversation on marriage that had taken place in the Gentleman's society to which he belonged. He reports the following:
It was further urged, as a convincing argument in favour of the conjugal state, that in all ages, upon the dissolution of the marriage contract by death, by far the greater number, both of men and women, have chosen to renew it. That it was natural to suppose, that they who had been happily married, would, in this case, find a great blank in their enjoyments; and, therefore, would endeavour to make up for the loss of one good woman, by becoming possest of another. 9 Although this argument begins with the premise that both men and women were overwhelmingly predisposed toward remarriage following the death of a spouse, an interesting slight of hand is performed in the last sentence, which reveals that it is really the male case that is under consideration here. For men, remarriage is understood to be a completely natural response to the diminution of their enjoyment consequent upon the death of their wife. This accords well with the one fact that seems to have been consistently true across preindustrial Europe: that widowers enjoyed an advantage over widows in the marriage market. Men remarried more often than women, they did so during a longer span of the life course, and they were more successful in attracting first-time brides than were widows in attracting first-time grooms (Restoration comedy notwithstanding). In Amsterdam, for example, data drawn from the first decade of the nineteenth century reveals that while only 11 percent of first-time grooms married widows, 16 percent of first-time brides married widowers. 10 The summary data that are presented in Appendix Table A.1 for the Amsterdam regent elite and Appendix Tables B1  through B5 for other early modern populations reveal the male/female remarriage gap quite clearly. While the data from the different samples are not directly comparable, a rough reading of the evidence suggests that widowed men were about twice as likely to remarry as widowed women. 11 Nonetheless, even men did not remarry as overwhelmingly as Francis Douglas thought they did. Only rarely did male remarriage rates exceed 50 percent. Remarriage was not a "natural" phenomenon but rather depended on what was almost certainly a complicated mix of opportunities and preferences.
While it seems likely that both men and women faced some common incentives to marry again (such as the desire for companionship), other factors may well have influenced their decision making in divergent ways (such as the presence of young children, economic status, and differential social pressure). This article is an attempt to sort out some of these incentives (and disincentives) to a remarriage in the Dutch context, based on evidence yielded by a collection of probate inventories drawn up on Amsterdam citizens (generally of a lower middling economic status) in the second half of the eighteenth century. Since the overwhelming majority of studies of remarriage in the early modern period rely on English data drawn either from family reconstitutions of rural parishes or from the legal records (typically wills or marriage licenses) left primarily by the prosperous classes, this study, centered on poor, urban Dutch families, should provide a useful addition to the literature.
In an effort to avoid some of the ideological pitfalls of the debate as currently constituted, I will largely eschew the issue of whether women (or men) wanted to remarry except where tentative inferences seem warranted on the basis of the indirect evidence available. Instead, I will focus on two subsequent questions that are better served by the data at hand. First, what were the prospects for a remarriage if it was desired? And second, what were the economic implications of the outcome of the choice/opportunity matrix? In particular, I will focus attention on whether the opportunities for a remarriage and the economic implications of marital status were different for women than for men.
THE DATA
This investigation into the domestic arrangements of the lower middle strata of the Amsterdam citizenry is a part of a larger ongoing project centered on an important, yet previously unexamined, collection of probate inventories drawn up in the second half of the eighteenth century and the first decade of the nineteenth. The inventories in this collection were not found in the city's notarial archives as is typically the case for documents such as these. Rather, they were drawn up by the regents of the Amsterdam Municipal Orphanage following the death of either a former orphan or a parent of a newly admitted orphan. While the total collection contains close to fifteen hundred inventories, the subset reported on here is composed of the 914 inventories that were drawn up between May 1740 and April 1782.
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As has been well recognized in the growing literature on the historical uses of probate documents, studies relying on this type of data suffer from four general shortcomings inherent in the sources themselves, all of which have some bearing on the question at hand here. First, inventories are almost always heavily skewed toward the more prosperous classes as they were typically only executed for people who had something worth haggling over. Second, nonwidowed women rarely appear in probate inventories, because the property of a married woman (if she had any) passed automatically to her living husband. Yet, women at all stages of adult life formed a critical part of the consuming and working populations in the early modern period and there is much we need to know about their economic choices if we are to fully understand the premodern urban economy. Third, probate inventories only rarely supply information about the family unit associated with the goods listed for probate. Most commonly, the only person for whom biographical information is recorded (if at all) is the deceased head of a household. Obviously, without life cycle and household size information, probate inventories cannot be used as a source for the study of a remarriage and its intersection with the household economy.
Finally, probate inventories are overwhelmingly silent on the question of claims against the estate of the deceased. Debts left unpaid at the time of death are, of course, not the property of the deceased-although they are often inextricably connected to that property-but of his or her creditors. We would expect them to show up only if a comparable inventory were to have been fortuitously drawn up at roughly the same time for the creditor. Admittedly, the omission of debts is not a serious defect for the study of material culture itself. But it is an unqualified disaster for those who wish to use probate inventories to map out wealth distributions and social hierarchies. The relationship between total assets and debt is a complex one. As both Margaret Spufford and Alice Hanson Jones have argued for early modern England and the American colonies, respectively, debt can sometimes be an indication of poverty, but more often those who carried the largest debt burdens were also those with the greatest assets. 13 Thus, rank orderings made on the basis of assets alone do not approximate even roughly rank orderings made on the basis of true net worth. The probate inventory alone cannot be used then, as was once commonly supposed, to estimate wealth distributions, either within communities or across them.
All four of these problems are at least moderated, if not entirely resolved, by the nature of the sources being used here. The regents of the orphanage required that inventories be drawn up for the estates of all citizen decedents leaving minor children to be cared for at municipal expense. They did this with a view to assessing the ability of those estates to contribute to the costs of maintaining the orphaned children in the institution. Thus, even the deceased parents of very poor children were evaluated, so long as they were citizens of the city and their children were eligible for residence in the city orphanage. As a result, this collection represents an unusually broad spectrum of the citizen working poor and middling shopkeepers of the city.
Moreover, because the orphanage was interested in the net cash value of an estate rather than in retrieving any particular possession or asset, their notaries and bookkeepers were meticulous in accounting for all movable goods (almost always valued), real estate (only sometimes valued, but described when applicable), stocks, cash holdings, and debts. Thus, the inventories drawn up by the orphanage are really a combination of what we would normally think of as the inventory proper and the administrative accounts of the estate that could easily date well after the death of the decedent. Because the deceased's creditors had a stronger claim to the assets than did the municipal orphanage, the bookkeeper could only determine whether or not to repudiate an estate if he had meticulously sought out all other possible claimants and determined accurately the resulting net value. We can be especially confident that this was the guiding principle in the bookkeeper's work as a great many of the inventories actually record in the margins the sale of goods and the final dispersal of cash to interested parties.
The orphanage also made a complete accounting of families, including the names and ages of all children, even those grown and married, or those being sent to other orphanages in the city. Where applicable the presence of stepparents was noted as well. The orphanage was after all in the business of taking in the qualified minor children of the decedents. Moreover, because all of these family members held potential claims on the inventory, they too had to be taken into account in deciding whether to accept or repudiate any given estate and its debts. Thus, the inventories contained in this archive yield not only a much more complete account of the households they survey than is typically the case; they also represent a much more diverse population, in terms of both economic status and household composition, than do the notarial records that are the usual source of probate documents. Tables 1 and 2 display the basic characteristics of the total inventoried population and of the parent subset, respectively. The orphanage was slightly more likely to possess claims on the property of female decedents (55.1 percent of the total) than on that of males. It is tempting to attribute this imbalance to the differential life expectancy of adult men and women. Since the orphanage only took in children who were true orphans-that is, both parents deceased-we would then expect the orphanage to have inventoried the property of slightly more mothers than of fathers as was, in fact, the case (52.2 percent versus 47.8 percent). Although data do not exist that would permit the creation of a sex-specific life table for Amsterdam prior to the nineteenth century, it seems likely on the basis of experience elsewhere that more women would outlive their husbands than vice versa. The overall sex ratio of the city was only 80, which might suggest that women did, in fact, have a greater life expectancy than men.
14 However, any mortality advantage there may have been was probably reversed during the prime child-bearing years. Indeed, for the data analyzed in Appendix A drawn from the Amsterdam regent patriciate, the average life expectancy of wives was approximately six years shorter than for their husbands. If the demographic experience of the poorer elements of the Amsterdam citizenry was anything like that of their social betters, this suggests that the total population of male decedents with eligible children for the orphanage should have been slightly larger than of female decedents, the reverse of the situation reflected in the inventories. The prevailing sex ratio in these data then might also reflect something about the use of the orphanage, rather than just eligibility for it. Making the logical assumption that, all other things being equal, those with greater financial assets would use the orphanage less often than those with lesser assets, the surplus of female decedents among those relying on this civic charity is a first hint at the differential economic experiences of men and women in the early modern city. 15 The summary statistics given in Tables 3, 4 , and 5 about the monetary value of the inventories sorted by various subcategories of the population also confirm this preliminary assessment. The movable goods and total assets of female decedents are consistently lower on average than those for males by a factor of 15 to 20 percent. If we compare widows with male-headed households, the differential grows substantially larger.
Two other comments about the data should be noted at the outset. The inventories did not record either the age or the occupation of the deceased. On the basis of internal evidence-possession of shop goods, particular kinds of debts, wages, or payment owed for goods or services rendered, or the possession of craftsmen's tools-I have been able to reconstruct the occupations of 129 individuals (including 84 male and 16 female decedents, and the (former) husbands of 19 wives and 10 widows). This is not yet a large enough portion of the total to make occupational analysis possible. It has also been possible to link a few (4 to be exact) of the individuals to appearances of them in the surviving records of the 1742 extraordinary tax known as the Personeele Quotisatie, which does give information on occupation and financial standing. This number is so small because the minimum eligibility requirement for assessment for the Quotisatie was a steady annual income of at least 600 guilders. The overwhelming majority of those using the services of the municipal orphanage were too poor to be assessed.
The problem of missing ages can only be accurately resolved by linking the individuals found in the inventories with the record of the couple's marriage in the marriage registers. (This assumes that the marriage took place in Amsterdam and that it was a first marriage for which the age of the bride and groom would be noted.) This linkage has been (mostly) successfully completed for the first three years of the data for which the ages of the children were not recorded. For subsequent years, an approximate substitute is readily available in the data. For those cases with complete age profiles of all surviving children, it is possible to calculate a proxy for parent's age using the following method. The mean age at first marriage for both Amsterdam-born and immigrant brides and grooms has been calculated from the city marriage records for the year 1796; rounded to the nearest whole number they are 25, 27, 26, and 30 for brides and grooms, respectively. 16 All of the parents in these data were assumed to be native-born Amsterdammers (or poorters of such long standing that it amounts to the same thing) unless evidence in the inventory itself suggested that they had only purchased the poorterschap sometime after their marriage. (Parents had to have been poorters for at least seven years for their children to be eligible for admission into the orphanage.) The age of the oldest surviving child was then added to the appropriate mean marriage age, with an additional two years added on to account for the typical time to first birth. The resulting "age" at death was then assigned to the deceased. Because of what must be wide confidence intervals around each of these estimates, they were then reclassified into three broad categories I have called "life stages." Those whose age estimate fell between 28 (the "youngest") and 38 have been labeled as "young families." Age 39 through 47 has been called "middle age," and the last category ranging from 48 to 61 (the "oldest") have been classified as "older." While it is almost certain that some individuals whose life pattern deviated strongly from the mean will have ended up on the margins of the wrong category, this very general notion of life stage should be reasonably accurate for our purposes. Moreover, what is most likely to affect the questions being asked here is not actual biological age but rather the stage of family formation one was in at the moment of death's interruption. 17 The figures presented in Table 6 on the distribution of children between households sorted by life stage are consistent with this interpretation. 
Source: Gemeente Archief Amsterdam. Particular archief 367 (oud), nos. 652-705. a. All of these were among those with no goods to be inventoried. Because all of them were widowed, it seems likely that they were individuals leaving minor children to the orphanage rather than former orphans themselves, despite the fact that the presence of children is sometimes nowhere in evidence in the inventory. Individuals who were either so poor or sick that they were living in gasthuizen (public poorhouses) often left their children in the care of others who would have been only too happy to place the children in the orphanage once they were fully eligible.
OPPORTUNITIES FOR REMARRIAGE
It is immediately clear from this sample that widowers were much more likely to remarry than were widows, at least among the lower levels of the Amsterdam citizenry. The overall rate of remarriage for the fathers inventoried by the orphanage was 45.9 percent, while that for the mothers was only 23.8 percent (see Table 2 ). This is exactly what we would expect given the disproportionate number of widowers marrying firsttime brides over widows marrying first-time grooms in the city at large. There is also some evidence that the women who did remarry faced stiffer competition in the remarriage market than the men did. By the very nature of the data source we know that all of 448 JOURNAL OF FAMILY HISTORY / October 1999 a. Life stage is estimated using mean marriage ages for Amsterdam men and women in combination with the age of the oldest child and a mean first-birth interval of two years. Estimated age of 28-38 = young family, 39-47 = middle age, and 48-61 = older. For twenty-nine males and thirty-four females, the exact age at death is known because they have been linked to their marriage records.
the deceased were poorters of the city (i.e., they held legal citizenship rights), as were their first spouses who had been the biological parents of the children entering the orphanage. Yet, the inventories reveal clearly that at least three of the remarrying women settled for noncitizens for their second husband. No such cases were found for the remarrying men. It must be emphasized, though, that we can only be certain of this fact in those few cases where the second marriage had resulted in additional children and the second spouse was also no longer living. For it is the differential placement of the children from the two marriages (i.e., the first set were placed in the municipal orphanage, while the second set were placed in the foundling hospital or a denominational orphanage) that tips us off to the noncitizenship status of the second partner. One unexpected finding is that among those of both sexes who did remarry, women were more likely to have additional children in the second marriage than were men, although with a small enough gap (30.1 percent versus 27.3 percent) that the difference may simply be an artifact of random variation. Nonetheless, the direction of the gap is Note: Movables = precious metals/jewelry + clothing + bedding + household items; all assets = movables + securities + shop goods + owed debts; net value = all assets -debts. Note: Movables = precious metals/jewelry + clothing + bedding + household items; all assets = movables + securities + shop goods + owed debts; net value = all assets -debts.
counterintuitive to the usual finding that the fertility of remarried widowers was greater than that of remarried widows since the former more often chose brides younger than themselves. 18 Unfortunately, it is not possible to ascertain from the Note: Movables = precious metals/jewelry + clothing + bedding + household items; all assets = movables + securities + shop goods + owed debts; net value = all assets -debts. inventories a reliable approximate age of the deceased at the time of the death of their first spouse 19 or the length of time elapsed between first and second marriages. It seems likely that the data reflect, in part, age effects, with effective fertility for both sexes falling during the life course, but with women more likely to remarry only at younger ages than men, allowing those who did remarry more times to bear additional children. However, as the analysis of variance of completed family sizes shown in Table 7 suggests, remarried women may have had a higher incidence of additional childbearing than remarried men, but they still had fewer additional children than the men who also continued having children. The data are also consistent with the hypothesis that women whose husbands had died before the desired number of children had been born would seek remarriage more eagerly than others, leading to a higher-than-average incidence of additional childbearing for them. Or, those women who had their fill of childbearing may have seen widowhood as an opportunity to easily prevent further pregnancies, encouraging them to avoid a remarriage. Presumably the same selfselection bias would not work as powerfully for widowed men. Taken together, these various factors explain why the male decedents in the sample had larger completed family sizes than the female decedents. (See, e.g., the distribution of minor children in the households of the men and women cited in Table 2 .)
In any event, it is clear that the decision-making process of whether or not to remarry is only partially captured by the limited information available here. The results of a probit analysis of the remarriage outcome are presented in Tables 8 and 9 . The analysis was done in two formats, first with sex included as a variable (Table 8) , and second with the regression run separately for males and females ( Table 9 ). The results in Table 8 indicate that no other variable, with the possible exception of extreme poverty (as defined by having total assets at death valued at less than fifteen guilders), worked as powerfully as sex in determining whether or not an individual would remarry. Regardless of how the total equation was constituted, being male was a consistent and significant predictor of a remarriage. Maleness increases the probability of a remarriage by between 25 and 30 percent, depending on which other factors are held constant. When the two sexes are analyzed separately, more subtle distinctions between their decision-making behavior can be teased out. Extreme poverty poses a significant bar to a remarriage for men. The probit coefficient is highly significant and movement into the lowest wealth category decreases the probability of remarrying by nearly 26 percent. This effect was not nearly so strong for the widowed women, only decreasing their probability of remarriage by 16 percent. 20 However, the number of children already present from the first marriage has only a slight negative influence on male remarriage, but it greatly reduces the probability that a women would remarry. Each additional child reduces a woman's chances of remarrying by nearly 12 percent.
Unfortunately, the data cannot resolve the fundamental question of why children presented such a significant bar to a remarriage for women. Whether they were "dissuade[d] from a second marriage" out of "concern for [their] children" as Erasmus argues they should be, 21 or whether men were reluctant to marry women who were already burdened with children, is impossible to say. It is also possible that the effect of aging is at least partly conflated with the variable for number of children as well. Because these data do not give exact ages at first widowhood, it is impossible to accurately factor this effect out. Moreover, to the extent that I have made estimates of age at widowhood they are highly dependent on the ages and (less so) on the number of children from the first marriage. Indeed, the correlation between my estimated ages at widowhood and total number of children from the first marriage is a high 0.838 for the female decedents and an almost equally high 0.803 for the males, as we might expect in a population not yet practicing modern forms of birth control. The only thing that is certain from this evidence is that women were much less reluctant than men to take on the responsibility of raising a spouse's children from a previous marriage; men needed not concern themselves with the fear that a second marriage might diminish the life opportunities of their children already born, at least not to the same extent that women did. This finding is further confirmed by the much smaller and more socially homogeneous data set drawn from the regent elite of Amsterdam. In this population, in which age at widowhood is known precisely and thus can be accounted for, each additional Note: Numbers in parentheses indicate the change in the probability of a remarriage evaluated at the mean. Age at widowhood is calculated by (estimated age at death) -(age of youngest child by first marriage) + 1. Wealth categories: lowest-0 ≤ assets < 15 guilders; middle-15 ≤ assets < 200; highest-200 ≤ assets. * Significant at the .10 level. ** Significant at the .05 level. *** Significant at the .01 level.
child reduced a woman's probability of a remarriage by 9 percent, while for men the corresponding number is only 1 percent. (These results are presented in Appendix Table A .4.) A further result of the sex-separated analysis that requires comment is the unexpected weakness of the age variable, especially for women. If we take the contemporary moral literature seriously, we should expect increasing age to pose a strong deterrent to a female remarriage. Instead, the data reveal only a weak negative effect for both women and men, even though the same proscriptions did not apply to the latter. This result is almost certainly an artifact of the way the age proxy was constructed in the first place, being almost entirely dependent on the number and ages of the children enumerated in the probate account as already noted. Presumably the nonindependence of these two variables, and the strong impact of children on women's remarriage probabilities, are yielding a spurious result in this case. Interestingly enough, the same conflation between age and children is made by Erasmus himself. He encourages young widows to remarry, even if their preference is to enter "the ministry" of celibacy, "because there is a way of life that is more fitting for them." They are to "bring forth children [and in] raising these up they will offer a great service unto God, nor in the mean time will a strain be placed on the resources of the church."
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It is regarding this last concern, the financial one, that Erasmus's expectations about appropriate behavior differ most radically from actual experience. His main concern about young widows remaining single was that they would drain the "slender resources" of the church, which cannot "suffice for the nurture of all." Prolonged widowhood is only a legitimate option for those whose "households have sufficient resources to sustain them."
23 It is the poor widows then who should be remarrying, not the wealthy ones, so that (presumably) working men can support them rather than the charitable resources of the church. Yet, the data here suggest that both men and women were reluctant to take on marriage with a partner who was already in poverty following a first marriage. Moreover, as Margaret Pelling's work on the poor (and in particular the elderly poor) of Norwich demonstrates, the range of choice in men available to poor women was slim. Indeed, they might actually be better off boarding with another woman and/or child whose steady employment, even at lower wages, brought more security than could be realized with an undesirable husband. 24 Nonetheless, as the remainder of this article will demonstrate, compared to all other sex/marital status combinations, women living on their own were financially disadvantaged. Whether it was their initial poverty that prevented them from making a desirable remarriage or the fact of their single status that pushed them further into poverty, the early modern Dutch urban widow was not a likely candidate for the role ascribed to them either by Erasmus or in comedic literature.
THE ECONOMIC STATUS OF WIDOWS
Regardless of why women may have been more likely to remain alone than men, the inventories reveal without a doubt that such women were among the most economically marginal of the entire population-and not primarily because they were old but because they were women and living on their own. Table 10 presents a simple analysis of variance of the mean value of movable goods, total assets, and total debts with sex/marital status and life stage as the class variables. By all measures, households headed by a single woman fared worse than male-headed households, whether the man was married or a widower. While we might expect the nonmarried householders to possess fewer movable goods simply on the basis of the smaller size of their households, the sizeable difference between the mean assets and debts of the widowers and the widows is evidence enough that more than just household size was at issue. 25 The discrepancy between a widow's ability to accrue debts in comparison to others in the population is even more visible when we look at money debts specifically. As the figures in Table 11 show, widows were the least likely group among those who had ever been married to borrow money either informally and for small amounts (listed in the inventories as geleend geld) or with the formal drafting of a contract and for larger sums (listed as obligatien). While they do hold their own in the very limited group of formal lenders, they by no means show the prominence in this aspect of economic life that is often attributed to widows in preindustrial societies. 26 Moreover, the enormous disparity in the wealth profiles of the widows who lent money and those who did not suggests that for the minority of widows with substantial assets, money lending was far and away the most profitable use of those assets (see Table 12 ). Married men and women who, on the whole, enjoyed stronger financial profiles also had a larger number of outlets for their surplus than did widows. For example, they were twice as likely to run shops as were the widows; for the most part, those who ran shops did not also lend money. 27 One other kind of credit institution was in common use within this community and that was the local pawnshop. As Tables 11, 13 , and 14 indicate, widows were in no way denied access to this place of last resort. They were just as likely to have goods at pawn at their deaths as any other group with the exception of married men. However, the total value (as well as the individual values and the total number) of the goods they had Note: The ten inventories with debts totaling more than 5,000 guilders are not included. * Denotes that the difference between the means is significant at the .05 level.
pawned was much less than for all other groups. And despite the low value of their pawns, they faced the most difficulty in recovering their possessions. The average number of days elapsed since the submission of the outstanding pawns was in the low to mid-200s for everyone except the widows. For them, it was a substantially greater 376 days. Unfortunately, it is impossible to say with any certainty what induced individuals to resort to borrowing money. Although it seems likely that the relatively small amounts associated with the category of geleend geld (with a median value of twenty guilders) indicates that these were largely emergency consumption loans. Indeed, it is common to find petty debts to the same person for both loaned cash and delivered consumption items; for example, this entry from December 1743 "for wine and loaned pennies . . . 31 guilders." The slight seasonality of letters of pawn also suggests that petty debts were often undertaken to tide over consumption during lean periods. More than 40 percent of all pawned items were exchanged for cash during the winter months of November through February. (The expected amount based on a random distribution would be only 33 percent.) In contrast, July and August, months with long working days and lower agricultural prices, account for only 13 percent of all pawned items compared with an expected random value of 17 percent. This seasonal pattern was most strong for the married men and women in the sample and disappears entirely if widows are examined separately. It appears that for those widows in tight economic straits, the economy of makeshifts, including reliance on the pawn shop, was a regular feature of life regardless of the season. But for even marginal households that still had a working man in them, economic stress was alleviated somewhat during the months with better employment prospects.
If we examine the types of dwellings inhabited by the households in our sample, we see once again the relative disadvantage of the widows. The latter were just more than half as likely to own a house (or a share in a house) as all other groups; they rented houses with less frequency as well (see Table 15 ). Moreover, for eight of the nine widows who did own real estate, only a part of a house was owned. And only one-third of them lived in those houses, in contrast to the vast majority of male home owners. Instead, the majority of the widow-owners rented a smaller place to live, using their real estate instead as an investment. The wealthiest of these women, the widow Maria van Staveren, who died in June 1771, also held two bonds: one worth 1,600 guilders issued by the Saxische Credit Cassa and the other worth 1,000 guilders issued by the States of Holland and West Vriesland. Considering that the average value of the obligatie credits in the inventory population was only 340 guilders, it is clear that the investment portfolio of this woman was truly exceptional. Even so, she only owned a half part of the house and rented a room for her own quarters.
The most common type of dwelling for widows who did not own any property (at least those for whom the relevant information is available) was a rented room. This type of dwelling rented for the lowest average amount and would have been associated with the lowest social status. While cellars are far from ideal living spaces, especially in a city with as much water as Amsterdam, they would have afforded both more space and more privacy than the typical rented room. Of course, even the latter was preferable to living out your last years (or months?) in the public poorhouse (Gasthuis), which was the fate of twenty-two women in the sample, but of only seven men.
One final question about the economic status of the widows in this population can be answered by the data at hand. What were the consumption possibilities open to them? Were they able to play an acquisitive role in the rapid proliferation of available household items that had taken place during the seventeenth and especially the eighteenth centuries? Table 16 presents a list of some key items of household furnishings, kitchen items, clothing, and "luxury" products (perhaps better described as "populuxe," following Cissie Fairchilds), with the frequency of their distribution in the inventory population as a whole. 28 Where applicable, the average and maximum number of items per owning household is given, as well as some reference points to earlier (and much wealthier) samples drawn from both Amsterdam and England. Despite the relative poverty of this population as a whole when compared with contemporary households probated by notaries, the data suggest that the orphanage parents were by no means excluded from the new world of goods. 29 They even participated to a limited extent in the consumption of goods initially associated with the luxury overseas trade, such as china wares and the utensils for consuming hot beverages like coffee, tea, and even hot chocolate. Yet, when the inventory population is broken down by the headship of the household, it is evident once again that the widows did not enjoy the same degree of access to the new world of consumption as did men and women in households headed by men. The distribution frequencies reported in Table  17 show that widows were consistently less likely to possess even basic household items than were their peers in male-headed households. The homes of widows must have been less well lit, more sparsely decorated and furnished, as well as draftier and less comfortable than the homes of their sisters who had remarried. Despite the advice given by Erasmus to all widows that their moral safety was best secured by "familiarity with books," books of any kind were, in fact, less likely to be in the possession of widows than others. 30 The only category in which widows fared noticeably better than the others is in possession of gold jewelry items. This almost certainly reflects the tenacity with which the most prosperous of this group held onto traditional forms of wealth holding, itself a further reflection on the limited participation of widows in the markets for newer types of assets.
We have come full circle then from where we began with the Dutch literary trope of widows living lives of moderation in dress, manner, and companionship. This was certainly the dominant lifestyle of the widows who turned up in the records of the Amsterdam Municipal Orphanage. Of course, it may be objected that the sample drawn on in this article is itself biased toward those living at the margins of respectability and financial stability. Indeed, these are not the women for whom husbands had purchased old-age security via the various widows' annuity schemes (income security associations) that flourished in the second half of the eighteenth century in the city. These widows would never "be rich," as it were, 31 yet the relative disparity across all economic indicators between the men (and women with men) in this sample vis-à-vis the widows should not be lost sight of. Even within the ranks of the economically marginal, some were more marginal than others.
This research suggests that the economic costs of female headship were high-a conclusion that should not be terribly controversial in and of itself. The problem is rather to ascertain why so many widows failed to remarry given the ex post economic benefits of doing so. Is it probable to suggest, as some have done, that the noneconomic costs of remarriage (extra housework, further pregnancies, or loss of independence) outweighed for women even the considerable economic costs of maintaining that independence? Can we sustain the argument that women choose voluntarily to remarry only half as often as their male counterparts, despite the economic hardships that choice would be likely to impose? Clearly, the evidence brought to bear in this research is not suited to answering this question definitively. Nonetheless, I would venture that choice is far from the only, or even the most important, variable at work in the making a. Goods for making all hot beverages are combined. b. Many serving items were used interchangeably, as is confirmed by the thirty-six cases of coffee wares and seven cases of tea wares specifically described as for both coffee and tea. c. Paintings and prints have been combined.
of the male/female remarriage differential. Opportunity, or lack thereof, must have played a crucial (perhaps even dominant) role as well. Previously married women, especially those who already had children, faced a more competitive marriage market than did men in a similar situation. The evidence presented here is thus entirely consistent with what is known about the general contours of nuptiality and fertility in Amsterdam during the course of the Republican period. A steadily rising age at first marriage for women and a concomitant reduction in the overall fertility of the popula- tion are suggestive of an increasingly unbalanced demographic situation working to the detriment of female choice. 32 In this generally favorable environment for male marriage opportunities it was only those men whose economic prospects were particularly poor-that is, who would not have remedied the economic plight of the widow anyway-who faced dim prospects on the remarriage market.
APPENDIX A Remarriage among the Amsterdam Regent Elite, 1578-1800 His work details the family history of 460 regents, although because of the high incidence of intermarriage within this group, as well as father-son successions in political life, the actual number of families involved is much less than 460. a. The number of ineligible individuals for the analysis is a reflection of two possibilities. First, the person in question died first (or both died at more or less the same time) and was thus never a candidate for remarriage. Second, in some cases (especially in the earlier period) neither partner remarries and the death date is not known for both individuals. Thus, it is impossible to determine which of the two lived out their last years as a widow or widower. This effect may explain a small part of the higher incidence of remarriage in the sixteenth-century marriage cohort, because some of the individuals who did not remarry have been left out of the analysis. Note: Numbers in parentheses indicate the change in the probability of remarriage evaluated at the mean. **** Significant at the .001 level. 
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